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Mr. Alan Barth 
The -Washington Post 
1515 L St., m 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Barth, 


One i^the^FBl odutorial article today's paper prorapty this letter. 
th ® F j 51 statement in the boplon case that its agents "had no knowledge of" the 
despread wiretapping. The other is your reference to their hoodwinking a judge. 

Act lit ^ °1 0U0 ° f the I>roduots o£ «W euocossful Freedom of Information 

Act suit for that port of the suppressed evidence I could "identify" (the reouiremen-t 

export Robert A. Frazier, used to get Ray extradicted (and thus not subject to crora- 

(but only jTfr^ent ^ 'finable to connect what he called "the bullet" 

'K d < S XT V°Vf 5°*" U ** «*&*«) the so-called Ray rifle, Frazier 
said instead, As a result of my examination of the submitted rifle, I dctemLned 

*f^‘/r;r»sSaiS(X" ni,reasl0 ”' “ biai ' ,ts ^ tto »«>»»»- 


this S SfS 1 *: tl 1 K : p f aeQutor 031(1 11 was "consistent" with having been fired tM 
his k&Oz rifle. X add also consistent with millions of others. Prod Cook picked up what 
should never nave missed in hio Saturday koview piece on my FRAMIMJP, that this is 

th ° f~- V »““« «”». tL allot 

has not oeen fired from the weapon in question. I enclose a marked copy of Cook's review. 

hn * l t0 °° vor ^ d the FBI, Frazier followed this with the statomont that 

WMdfn* n ? aW n ° conclus:lon " enabling him to say the shot had been fired from that rifle. 

tSf;s^i P h »r of “ “ b '* ! - h " ,tot “ ”* *»* »»» ““‘o- 1 i pa** 


ovlaoncfiftto’jK 1 ^^? f "!!i ’" Pr ' r ”“ 6d »I»«TiW»pliio anolysia of tho balll.ttco 
evidence in the JFK case. Incredible as it may seem, it was never in the possession of the 

13 not now 1x1 thelr fil£is « Here Justice filed what is at least a 
toex winking affidavit, again with tho agent not subject to cross-examination. I enclose 

as appreciato its return. You will note that tho agent Williams does not qualify 

°Wdssion and thc^BI t ^ ' 4 1 ®®® 3 "Javf-euforccment purposes" when the Warren 

omission and the FBI l no federal crime) had nonej that the file was "compiled solelv 

wit^tSf^ r,° f U :?l Government personnel" (but it was published by theWarren Commission 
oMef , fd replaced by a paraMwase, also given to the Dallas police 

?5 “i 30 publlahed il! Privately), that this is described as "»aw data" and "investh'n- 
tive file" whereas it was a scientific test, no more, no less, not an inveSigiSv. report^ 

^cl 1 aL r tT m i ha0i i ° f " laW 0 f or ? mcni! responsibilities" when none are involved j tlrnt "it 
would open the. door to unwarranted invasions of privacy”, wliioh is completely impossible 

and »„ loo., tta. "It could lood, fo/^anpl. to S cotfiSSi 

^tlte^Ls 0 f S iSe , n r n “ 3 H OrOt lab ° ratory comparison?! 5 "the disclosure out of context 





And. bracketing this, in court, Assistant U#S. Attorney Robert Werdig told Judge 
Sirica (who needed little telling) that the Attorney General had determined that the 
national interest required the withholding of this simple, scientific test# Do you 
suppose for a minute, lot mo interject, there would be all this secrecy if it supported 
the FBI representation? Now it happens that the Attorney General is empowered to make no 
such determination# No such determination was presented to the cotot# And the law was 
passed, in part, to eliminate that traditional dodge for suppression# The House Report 
XlihhTO it) could not be more explicit and is repetitious on this very point# 

Nor is the FBI accurate# Justice Warren was among its victims# In connection with 
Oswald’s handbill 3 , it interviewed the two people at tiro printing plant# They told the 
FBI it was not Oswald wlio had gotten that handbill# One of those reports in printed in 
Volume 22, p# 796# Even in the FBI semantics it does not say it was Oswald# 1 have both 
witnesses on tape, and both are quite explicit, it was not Oswald# But when these two 
field reports reached Washington, they were rewritten and a summary report was sent to the 
Commission# Its third paragrpah says the opposite of wkat the field reports said, saying 
that Oswald, ‘’Under the name OSBORNE", had the printing done# If you will look at p# 407 
of the Warren ^eport, you will find precisely these false words used, hood I suggest the 
importance of this misrepresentation when there was the question of conspiracy, was 
Oswald alone. (And 1 have an enormous amount more on this.) I enclose a file including 
this rewritten report, the return of which I'd appreciate# l'd assembled these pages for 
a different purpose# Some may interest you, though# 

One shows that Oswald used (and the FBI hid from the Commission) the address 544 
Camp Street# That was the address of the Cuban ^evolutionary Council, the CIA front. 

Hardly real. pro-Castro activity by Oswald, this* Bo you suppose they had to. interview 
Sartos to learn that the CRC was “an anti-’Caatro organization"? The CIA organized it# 

*rom the Banister report, you’d never know he had been an FBI agent with a spectacular 
career, and that he had obtained thi3 544 Comp space for the CRC# Or that 531 Lafayette 
Stree, the address given for Banisater, is the side door to that idential 544 building! 

I used this and much more on the FBI in my OSWALD IN NEW ORLEANS, but then, as with 
my other books, nobody in the press was interested in the FBI. One of my books has more 
than 100 pages of this kind of thing in facsimile* I have thousands of pages of FBI 
reports# 

In the appendix of FRtoE~UP I have some FBI reports you might find relevant# This 
part begin on p. 468 and it titled ,f Yhe Mil tear Documents"# The tape transcript that 
follows was withheld from the Warren Commission toe FBI# The FBI reports that follow 
are in the Commission files, but until wo dug thereout , the Archives claimed not to have them 
( a friend and I worked on this together*) You will note that what the FBI Qtili withholds 
may be the clue to the solution of the Birmingham Church bombing (p# 478), discussed in the 
t&po in a manner that suggests that If the FBI feared it could not get a conviction for 
murder, it might at loast have tried for one on perjury# 

That to which you refer in yout today’s piece is and has been the norm with the FBI# 

Paul Valentino has a copy of FRAMJ—UP* I hope you can find time to read it# You’ll find 
quite a story on the FBI. Note what the Publisher’s Yfeekly reviewer said of this (marked, 
enclosed)#... No free society can long remain free with this kind of national police, which 
^oover denies he i 3 ##.I*d welcome a chance to discuss this whole matter with you sometime# 

I do have on enormous amount of material. The FBI must be closqfto the least dependable 
spurcc of information# And even their JFK files on fascists are listed under "Oswald~ 
Cuba-Russia" ! Pago after page of them# Hoover’s imprint, tod politics# 

Sincerely, 


Harold Ueisberg 


